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FiLEC 
UTAH APPELLATE COURTS 
AUG 1H 2006 
IN THE UTAH COURT OF APPEALS 
Robert D. Straley, 
Appellant. 
FILED / 
UTAH API^ELLATE'COURTS 
JUL\Maw 
vs Case No.: 20060313-CA 
Utah Board of Pardons and Parole, 
Clint Friel Warden, 
Appellee. 
REPLY BRIEF OF THE APPELLANT 
Robert D. Straley 
1141 South 2475 West 
Salt Lake City, Utah 
84104 
Nancy L. Kemp 
Assistant Attorney General 
160 East 300 South, 
5th. Floor 
P.O. Box 140858 
Salt Lake City, Utah 
84114-0858 
Oral Argument and Evidentiary Hearing is Now Requested. 
REPLY ARGUMENT 
Page 4 of the Petitioners Opening Brief correctly pointed out that, The Trial Court erroned in 
dismissing the petition as Frivolous citing Lancaster v. Utah Board of Pardons 869 P.2d 945, 947-
48 (Utah 1994). The very case Glasscock (unpublished opinion) and Telford relied upon. 
Pro se pleadings are held to a less stringent standard than formal pleadings drafted by lawyers-
Petitioner respectfully wonders how much weight will be given to the term 'Sex Offender'. 
The Assistant Attorney General loosely throws it out as bait. However, the most recent U.S. Dept. 
of Justice statistics indicate that Sex Offenders in Petitioner's category have a very low recidivism 
rate. Compare rapists who on the other hand have a consistently high rate. More importantly, 
Petitioner has openly and consistently registered. People who fail to register have been sfyown to 
re-offend. 
The Trial Court erroneously viewed the Petition as a separation of powers issue. However, 
no where in the petition did Petitioner allege a separation of powers claim. 
Recent case law holds that State Court[s] erroneous determination of the issues mandates an 
evidentiary hearing at the federal level. This same case law holds that asking for an evidentiary 
hearing at every stage of the State Court proceedings, mandates a hearing as well. 
Accordingly, it is requested that the Coint hold an evidentiary hearing or oral argument 
CONCLUSION 
Indeterminate sentencing is unconstitutional. This Court should remand the case back to the 
Trial Court so as to give Petitioner a new hearing before the Board of Pardons. Ultimately it is their 
decision. 
Dated this / / & day of AiJe iJsf , 2006 
Robert D. Straley, pro se \ 
Certificate of mailing 
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of the foregoing REPLY BRIEF OF THE APPELLANT to: 
Nancy L. Kemp 
Assistant Attorney General 
160 East 300 South, 5th. floor 
P.O. Box 140858 
Salt Lake City, Utah 
84114-0858 
Dated this / / -^ day of A\J\<J<A , 
Robert D. Straley, pro se \ 
2006. 
